REMARKS 


The present amendment is submitted in further response to the Office 
Action dated March 22, 2007. 

Claims 1-23 and 26-28 are pending in this application. 

In an interview between the Examiner and the attorney for the Applicants, 
the Examiner argued that claims 1,18, and 26 were not allowable on grounds 
that they were still too broad, even after the Applicants' last amendment, in 
comparison to the scope of the existing prior art. She indicated that these 
claims would possibly be allowable if additional limitations were introduced to 
more narrowly define the readable means. 

Therefore, in the present amendment, claims 1,18 and 26 have been 
amended to define additionally that "each of said respective connection devices 
connects said interface device with said corresponding one of said participating 
devices associated therewith, but with no others of said participating devices, 
when said interface device is connected with each of said respective connection 
devices". This feature offers the advantage that malfunctions can be avoided. 

The Applicants respectfully submit that the additional feature added to 
each of claims 1, 18, and 26 is neither shown nor suggested by the art of record. 

The application in its amended state is therefore believed to be in 
condition for allowance. Action to this end is courteously solicited. Should the 
Examiner have any further comments or suggestions, the undersigned would 
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very much welcome a telephone call in order to discuss appropriate claim 
language that will place the application into condition for allowance. 


Respectfully submitted, 

/MWtoeUSWter/ 

Michael J. Striker 
Attorney for Applicant 
Reg. No.: 27233 
103 East Neck Road 
Huntington, New York 11743 
631-549-4700 
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